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Responses to Comments 

SCWC-1 

The commenter's description of the project's benefits and support for the project 
are noted. 
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Responses to Comments 

SVEWC-1 

Please see Master Response B, Relationship between the South Delta 
Improvements Program and the Pelagic Organism Decline. 

SVEWC-2 

The SDIP is consistent with the overall CALFED ROD.  The SDIP does not 
interfere with any of the other water quality, watershed management, or 
ecosystem restoration projects. 

SVEWC-3 

The SDIP will have no effects on groundwater management in the Sacramento 
Valley, nor will it cause Oroville Reservoir or Shasta Reservoir to be drawn 
down; no changes in the recreation at these facilities is likely.  Evaluations of 
raising Shasta Dam or constructing Sites Reservoir are independent CALFED 
actions that are being evaluated by Reclamation and DWR. 

SVEWC-4 

Potential conjunctive use of groundwater in Butte County will be evaluated 
independently by the responsible local agencies.  The SDIP is not linked to any 
specific source of water transfers. 

SVEWC-5 

Recreation on Oroville Reservoir is affected by water level fluctuations.  The 
SDIP will not cause any substantial changes in Oroville Reservoir operations; the 
range of Oroville Reservoir storage will be similar to the existing conditions.  
The Oroville FERC re-licensing is a separate process that has recently examined 
the recreational impacts of SWP operations and has mandated additional facilities 
and management actions to increase recreational opportunities. 

SVEWC-6 

Any increase in electrical use at the Delta pumps will be paid for by the project 
beneficiaries as part of the cost of water conveyance. 
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SVEWC-7 

The SDIP does not require raising Shasta Dam.  The effects of raising Shasta on 
the cultural resources of the Winnemem Wintu Tribe are being evaluated as part 
of that Reclamation study. 

SVEWC-8 

Section 5.3 of the SDIP Draft EIS/EIR indicates that no significant degradation 
of drinking water quality will be caused by the SDIP.  Agricultural chemicals are 
of concern, but will not be increased by the SDIP. 

SVEWC-9 

Please see Master Response F, Relationship between the South Delta 
Improvements Program and Climate Change Effects. 

SVEWC-10 

Stage 1 could be constructed and operated independently of Stage 2.  Regardless 
of the decisions made for Stage 2, Stage 1 improves the ability to manage flows 
and water quality in the Delta as well as control the movement of fish into the 
south Delta.  Stage 1 is analyzed with no export operation changes.  Stage 2 
assumes that gates are constructed (four, three, or one gate) and includes export 
operation changes.  Therefore, the Stage 2 analysis includes the impacts of the 
entire SDIP. 

SVEWC-11 

Please see Master Response D, Developing and Screening Alternatives 
Considered in the South Delta Improvements Program Draft EIS/EIR. 
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Responses to Comments 

SJFBF-1 

The SDIP will fully protect SDWA diversions for agriculture from the south 
Delta channels upstream of the operable gates.  Both minimum water levels and 
water quality will be improved. 

SJFBF-2 

Section 5.3 of the SDIP Draft EIS/EIR demonstrates the improvements in water 
quality at south Delta locations.  The SDIP will not change San Joaquin River 
salinity at Vernalis.  Please also see Master Response Q, Effects of the South 
Delta Improvements Program on San Joaquin River Flow and Salinity. 

SJFBF-3 

Please see Master Response O, Gate Operations Review Team. 

SJFBF-4 and SJFBF-5 

Minimum water levels of 0.0 feet msl are expected to fully protect all south Delta 
diversions located upstream of the tidal gates.  SDIP will also provide local 
dredging and siphon or pump intake extensions for shallow intakes.  Monitoring 
of tidal elevations will provide feedback to the GORT for possible modification 
of the Grant Line Canal tidal gate “weir” elevation (proposed for –0.5 feet) to 
provide sufficient water levels under all tidal conditions for all existing 
diversions.   

SJFBF-6 

 Section 5.2 of the SDIP Draft EIS/EIR describes in detail the channel volumes, 
tidal fluctuations, and corresponding flushing of water in the channels upstream 
of the tidal gates.  Section 5.3 shows results of DSM2 simulations of the 
proposed tidal gate operations and indicates that tidal flows and salinity 
conditions will be much better with the SDIP tidal gates than they have been with 
the temporary barriers.  It is this comparison that should be the focus of SDWA 
evaluations.  Low-head pumps are not necessary for these improvements in water 
quality. 
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SJFBF-7 

The DSM2 model includes reasonable average salinity estimates for agricultural 
drainage.  No recent drainage salinity measurements are available from the south 
Delta drainage pumps. 

SJFBF-8 

Tom Paine Slough water levels will be protected by SWP continued operation of 
CCF gates with priority 3 schedule, which allows the higher-high tide to fill 
south Delta channels without diversions into CCF.  DWR will continue to work 
with SDWA to resolve local water supply issues along Tom Paine Slough.   

SJFBF-9 and SJFBF-10 

The SDIP does not change the San Joaquin River flows at Vernalis or Mossdale.  
Diversions along the river may have problems during periods of summer low 
flow.  SDIP operations of the head of Old River will be evaluated and determined 
through the GORT.  There are no guaranteed flows; the SDIP allows tidal and net 
flows in the south Delta channels to be more adaptively managed than with the 
temporary barriers that generally restrict tidal flows.  SDWA may want to 
investigate localized dredging or intake improvements along the mainstem of the 
San Joaquin River; the SDIP has no anticipated actions in this area. 

The modeling results cited in your example are based on maximum exports from 
both CVP and SWP facilities coupled with maximum diversions for agricultural 
uses throughout the south Delta (and possibly even a neap tide).  Under these 
conditions, Reclamation is typically releasing more water than the low flows you 
cite (700 cfs).  In the modeling you cite, the original low-flow scenario was on 
the order of 1,300 cfs on the San Joaquin River.  It was artificially set lower to 
study a hypothesis SDWA presented.  It is believed that the proposed gate 
operations will meet or exceed the needs of the SDWA on the interior south 
Delta.  No minimum flow on the San Joaquin River is being proposed at this 
time. 

SJFBF-11 

Please see Master Response R, Effects of the South Delta Improvements Program 
Stage 1 Tidal Gates and Dredging on Flood Elevations in the South Delta 
Channels. 
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SJFBF-12 

Dredging included in the SDIP includes conveyance dredging in Middle River, 
Old River, and West Canal; gate dredging at each gate site to prepare the site for 
gate placement; and dredging at each of the 24 agricultural diversion locations 
identified in Chapter 2 of the SDIP Draft EIS/EIR.  In addition to this initial 
dredging, DWR and Reclamation have committed to maintenance dredging at the 
upstream area of each of the gates as well as one round of maintenance dredging 
in the conveyance dredging areas. 

SJFBF-13 

Under the SDIP, diversions along Victoria Canal that are –2 feet msl or shallower 
would be extended and the area around them dredged. 

SJFBF-14 

Reclamation and DWR are fully committed to meeting all applicable salinity 
objectives on the San Joaquin River (i.e., Vernalis and Brandt Bridge) and in the 
Delta.  These objectives have been established by the State Water Board to 
protect municipal and agricultural, as well as fish and wildlife, uses of water.  
SDWA riparian diversions are important but are not the only beneficial uses of 
water in the San Joaquin River watershed or in the Delta.  SWP and CVP 
reservoir and Delta operations are managed to protect all beneficial water uses 
and provide good quality water for water supply contractors south of the Delta. 
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